The opinion in support of the decision being entered today
was not witten for publication and is not binding precedent
of the Board.
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ON BRI EF

Bef ore COHEN, PATE, MCQUADE, Adm nistrative Patent Judges.

PATE, Adninistrative Patent Judge.

DECI S| ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains 1,
3, 4, 6, and 7. These are the only clains remaining in the
appl i cation.

The clained invention is directed to a rigid foam board

used as the peripheral core in a sandw ch panel. The foam
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board is characterized by three series of |inear indentations.
The indentations of each series are parallel and intersect the
ot her indentations at an angle of 60 degrees. The
i ndentations are useful in allowing volatile products to vent
fromthe sandw ch panel during bondi ng.

Claim 1 reproduced belowis further illustrative of the
cl ai mred subject matter.

A rigid foamboard for fabrication of sandw ch panels
made fromtwo face sheets bonded one each over each side of
sai d foam board, conprising:

a pol yuret hane foam board havi ng opposed pl anar faces, at
| east one of said faces having enbossed therein a pattern
having three series of parallel linear indentations, each of
said series intersecting the other two series and lying at an
angl e 60° angularly offset fromthe other two series;

said indentations being sufficiently deep and cl ose
together to provide escape paths for vol atil es generated
during said bondi ng, whereby said face sheets may be bonded
over said pol yurethane foam board and sai d escape paths vent
said volatiles and prevent the devel opnent of excessive
pressure between said face sheets that otherw se woul d
interfere with said bonding.

The references of record relied upon by the exam ner as

evi dence of anticipation and obvi ousness are:

Wl f 4,188, 428 Feb.
12, 1980

Br anbach 4,826, 723 May 2,
1989
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The exam ner further relies on the admtted prior art at

page 1 in the specification

THE REJECTI ONS

Claims 1 and 3 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §8 102 or in
the alternative 35 U S.C. § 103 as anticipated by or obvious
over Wl f.

Clains 1, 3, 6, and 7 stand rejected under 35 U S. C
§ 103 as unpatentabl e over Branbach in view of WlIf.

Claim4 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as
unpat ent abl e over Wl f and Branbach and further in view of the
admtted prior art. For the details of the appellants' and
the exam ner's argunents, with respect to the rejections on
appeal, reference is nmade to the appeal brief and exam ner's

answer for a full statenent thereof.

OPI NI ON
We have carefully reviewed the rejections on appeal in
light of the argunments of appellants and the examner. As a

result of this review, we have reached the determ nati on that
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the Wl f disclosure does not anticipate or render obvious
clainms 1 and 3. The conbined discl osures of Branmbach and Wl f
do not render obvious clainms 1, 3, 6 or 7, nor does the

conbi ned di scl osure of Branmbach, Wl f , and the admitted prior

art render obvi ous

claim4. Therefore the rejections on appeal are reversed.
Qur reasons follow.

Turning to the patent of Wlf, we agree wth the exam ner
that Wl f discloses a pol yurethane foam core board for use in
fabrication of a sandwi ch panel. Wl f discloses that the
bounce properties of the ping-pong table made fromthe panel
can be inproved by the provision of a regular rectangular
pattern of narrow grooves forned in the faces of the panel.
Wbl f discloses a rectangular pattern and states that this
pattern is preferred. WlIf further states that the grid
pattern may be non-rectangular, in which case the grooves may
intersect at an angle of between 40 and 90 degr ees.

On the other hand, we are in agreenent with appellants
that Wl f does not disclose three series of indentation with
each series intersecting indentations of the other series at
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angl es of 60 degrees. At nost, Wl f discloses two series of
i ndentations, which Wlf, for convenience, terns the

| ongi tudi nal and transverse series. Since the claimis
specifically directed to three series of indentations, WlIf
does not anticipate or render obvious three series of
indentations. W are constrained to reverse the rejection

based on WIf under section 102 or 103.

Li kew se, the reference disclosure of Brambach and the
admtted prior art cannot aneliorate the difficulties we have
found in the disclosure of Wl f.

Accordingly, the rejections based on a conbi nati on of
references are al so reversed.

REVERSED

| RWN CHARLES COHEN )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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) | NTERFERENCES

)
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